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PREFACE. 

If, in this little wor&, I have advanced a sentiment in any 
way calculated to wound the cause of the Redeemer, or 
injure the religious feeling of the conscientious Baptist 
professor, it is unintentional. My wish is, to explain my 
own views — give a fair and simple statement of the treat- 
ment I have received, and leave it to others to judge of 
the principles which have actuated the parties. 

I write only of things which have occurred in one par- 
ticular branch of the Baptist Church, fully believing that 
the errors of the Baptist Church in Ludlow, by no means 
obscures the devotion, or invalidates the belief of those 
who wish, without investigation, to follow a creed which 
I believe inconsistent with the word of God. 

Let it be remembered, too, that I write to defend my- 
self only, against the long continued abuse and ill treat- 
ment of the Baptist minister,"^ and some few of his people 
in this place. There are many in this Church, who have 
long held a place in my affections, and whom I esteem as 
the disciples of Jesus. 

The circumstances in which the Church has been placed 
for the last ten or twelve years, by some of its pastors, I 
doubt not, have paved the way for discord and oppres- 
sion. The imprudent zeal, the crime, and dreadful end 
of RuEL LoTRROP, and the unfortunate removal of Elder 
Savery, I believe, lowered tlie standard of practical piety, 
and opened the dooV for the reception of the present pas- 
tor, who appears the least calculated to heal the disease of 
the little flock, and against whose uncharitable conduct^ I 
am thus obliged to defend myself. 

The facts I have adduced, are well substantiated, nor 
would I have thus publicly laid them before the world 
but with a view to disperse the clouds which have been 
thrown around my own conduct, and the minds of my 
brethren, townsmen and friends. 

I would remark, that the notes to this work are from 
a friend to religious liberty. Z. P. 

* Tht RtT. Eliaa Hurlbut. 



CHURCH PROCEEDIJ¥«S, See. 



In the Summer of 1831, a committee appointed by the 
Baptist Church in Ludlow, called on Mr James Coleman, 
then a member of said ChurcH ; they preferred no char- 
ges against him whatever, but on taking leave of him, said, 
*'We have found you much better than we expected, and 
have had a happy visit." Notwithstanding this happy viritj 
Mr Coleman was soon after excommunicated on the report 
of this committee. Not approving of these arbitrary pro- 
ceedings of the Churcli, and not assenting to Elder Hurl- 

j^ but's system of limited charity,* I addressed the foUow- 

*^" ing letter to the Church : — 

Ludlow, September 17, 1831, 
To the Baptist Church in Ludloto. 

Brethren, — As I have changed my sentiments with regard 
to close communion, and as I consider the measures adopted in 
the excommunication of brother James Coleman, as arbitrary 
and unchristian^ I take this opportunity to state my views to the 
Church, and to inform it that I do now separate myself from it. 

I consider that we have no warrant from the example of 
Christ, nor from the Bible, to exclude ourselves from the celebra- 
tion of the Lord's Supper with other acknowledged christian de- 
nominations, nor to exclude them from our communion. I con- 
sider that we have no authority from the Bible for close com- 
munion, and consequently, that all Christians ought to meet on 
an equality at the Lord's table, as they do hope to meet in the 
kingdom of Heaven. Believing that my brethren do not walk 
according to the gospel rule, I am thus compelled to separate 
myself from them. ZECHARI AH PARKER, Jun. 

* Elder Hurlbut, an expelled Mason, seems to be of opinion, that all pure and 
undefiled religion ought tu be amalga mated wilh Antinr. asonry. It appears that 
Mr Coleman was excommunicated for the unpardonable sin of being a Mason, 
but Mr I. a member of the same Church, was only suspended for about one 
year for the same sin. The decision of the Church in these two cases appears 
to be as follows : — Mr Coleman cannot be a Mason and a Christian, but Mr I* 
can be a Mason and a Christian. This decision is Warranted only by the opin- 
ion of a quack physician, who administered cabbage to a tailor and shoemaker, 
who were afflicted with the same disease. The tailor recovered, but the shoe- 
maker died. For the benefit of quacks in general, he made the following entry 
uThis journal, viz.— ^^Cabbage will cure all taiidn, but kill all sboemaken." 
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On the evening of the 19th of January last, I received 
a visit from a committee of the Church. The substance 
of our conversation at this tilme, is contained in the follow- 
insT certificate : 

We, the undersigned, hereby ccrtif/, that on the evening of 
the 19th January, 1832, a committee appointed by the Baptist 
Church in Ludlow, consisting of Dea. Wilcox, Ephraim War- 
ren, senior, and Solomon Haven, came to the house of Zecha-. 
riah Parker, Jun., and took up a labor with hira in behalf of said 
Church. They brought the following charges against him, viz. 

1. For leaving the Church on account of close communion, 

2. For accusing the Church of arbitrary and unchristian con- 
duct in the excommunication of Mr James Coleman. 

Mr Parker then asked one of the committee, if he believed 
that water baptism was the only door into the visible Church, 
he answered, '* yes, after a person has been converted." Mr P. 
denied that water baptism was the only door into the visible 
Church, and challenged him to prove it was, by scripture. 

Mr P. then asked the committee, if they would commune with 
Christians, who did not belong to the Baptist Church. They said 
they would not. 

Mr P. said, ** Why will you separate yourselves from the 
children of God 1 There is no scriptural proof that the twelve 
Apostles were ever baptized with water, yet they partook of the 
passover with Christ, and this," said he, '*is what makes me an 
open communionist." He then added, "If you will prove that 
the Apostles were baptized with water, I will humbly confess 
myself in error, and return to the Church." He very earnestly 
requested the committee to prove the doctrine of ihe Church in 
relation to communion ; but they did not even pretend to offer 
any proof whatever. 

With regard to the second charge against Mr P. he contend- 
ed, that the labor with, and expulsion of Mr Coleman, was arbi- 
trary and unchristian, because the Church did not proceed ac- 
cording to the directions given by Christ in relation to Church 
government, viz. *'If thy brother trespass against thee, go and 
tell hira his fault between hira and thee alone : if he shall hear 
thee, then hast thou gained thy brother. But if he will not hear 
thee, then take with thee one or two more, that in the mouth of 
two or three witnesses every word may be established. And if 
he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the Church : but if he 
neglect to hear the Church, let him be unto thee as a heathen 
man and a publican." — Matt, xviii. 15, 16, 17. After repeating 
these words of Christ, he stated that the committee appointed to 
confer with Mr Coleman, brought no charges against hira, but 
said, that they had found him much better than they expected, 
and had had a happy visit* This statement; he proved bj pro^ 



ducing a certificate signed by Mr and Mrs Coleman. He then 
requested the committee to* prove that the proceedings of the 
Church, iti the excommunication of Mr Coleman, were warrant- 
ed by scripture. Mr Warren replied, " If a brother sins open- 
ly, rebuke hiYn before all." Mr P. denied that this was scrip- 
ture, but Mr Warren affirmed it was.* 

Mr Haven then accused Mr Parker of using the most profane 
language at Rockingham, in the hearing of Mr Robertson and 
Mr Clark — said that Mr Robertson informed him of it, and re- 
quested him to inquire of Mr Clark, who j^^ he said, would con- 
firm his statement. He said that he had made inquiry of Mr 
Clark, who said, he never heard Mr Parker swear. The com- 
mittee then said, that they were fully satisfied that Mr P. did not 
swear, as alledged by Mr Haven. 

As some of this committee have reported, that Mr Parker 
talked so loud and fast that they had no opportunity to §ay 
much to him, therefore, we, the undersigned, say, that Mr Par- 
ker gave them a fajr opportunity to talk, answered their ques- 
tions without reserve; and treated them with due respect. 

STEPHEN SPAULDING, 
HEARTWELL WOOD, 
JAMES COLEMAN, 
OLIVER MASON, 
ANDREW JOHNSON, 
ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 
At the next stated Church meeting after this visit from 
the Church committee, I \yas excommunicated. I did not 
attend this meeting, but some of my friends attended, and 
furnished me with the following account of the proceed- j 

ings of the Churcht 

Ludlow, February 11, 1832. 
Minutes of the proceedings of the Baptist Church in Ludlow^ re- 
lative to the excommunication of Zechariah Parker, Jun. \ 
Three charges against Mr Parker were presented to the 
Church, in substance as follows : 

1 . He has accused the Oliurch of very unchristian conduct in 
the excommunication of Mr James Cdlenian. 

2. He has withdrawn himself from the fellowship of the 
Church. 

3. He has reproached the Church. 
These charges were not proved, but said to be founded on a 

certain letter which Mr Parker had written to the Church, but 
which was not exhibited. The report of a committee, which 

♦This quotation of Mr W. cannot be found in the Biblo. If he ever finds any 
scripture in favor of close communion, he will perhaps find his quotation in con- 
nection with it. 

tSome of the members of the Church were not a little irritated, because some 
Anti-Baptist attended a public Church meeting without Church license. 
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had been appointed to confer with Mr Parker was then read. 
This committee consisted of Dea. Wilcoxi Ephraim Warren, 
senior, and Solomon Haven. They stated that they had attend- 
ed to the business of their appointment ; that Mi Parker was 
wery obstinate, and gave them no christian satisfaction. Mr 
Spaulding interrogated Mr Haven as follows : "Did Mr Parker 
appear to have the love of God in his soul ? Did he converse 
like a Christian?" Mr Haven answered these questions in the 
negative, and added, that Mr Parker talked sov fast that they 
(the committee) had no opportunity to say much to him. 
„. Mr James Haven, senior, rose and made some very vague and 
unintelligible remarks. Mr Withington said, that Mr Parker had 
told him> that he came into the Church of bis own ac<;;prd, and 
had a right to go out of it whenever he pleased. Elder HurU 
but remarked, *'If Mr Parker has a right to come into, and go 
out of the Church whenever he pleases, we may at least shut the 
door after him."* This taunting remark caused a general laugh- 
ter among the members of the Church. Mr James Haven, sen* 
ior, made a motion to have Mr Parker excommunicated, but the 
Elder said that be was a little out of order, as no such motion 
had been called for. Mr Warren then made a few remarks, af-- 
ter which, the Elder in a lengthy, though impertinent speech, 
urged the necessity of water baptism, called it the only door in- 
to the visible Churchy a pre-requisite to the Lord's supper, and 

* In reference to this ill-timed remark, I would seriously ask, Was it not vir- 
tually saying, let us excommunicate Mr Parker? Was it not designed to excite 
laughter? Ought laughter to be mingled with the solemnity of excluding mem- 
bers from the house. of Chri$t ? Have the members of the Baptist Church in Lud- 
low, so soon forgot the solemn declaration of Ruel Lothrop. viz. **T7iose mem- 
bers who are excluded from the Baptist Church, whether guiUy or notg'uilty oftfie 
charges pr^erred against them, will most certainly be damned."^ It is perhaps wor- 
thy ofremaxk, that this absurd, and blasphemous declaration was believed by 
some of his deluded proselytes. Just before the close of this Church meeting, 
Mr James Haven, senior, rose and vouched for the rectitude of the £lder*8 char- 
acter, which some had the presumption to call in question. Mr H. appears too 
enthusiastic to be permitted to trumpet the Elder's clerical fame at his own dis- 
cretion. He said, that the Elder's character might be fully known, by going a 
circle of 130 miles. The Elder not long since, in one of his lectures (by way of 
self commendation,) said, that he had preached the Gospel in no less than five 
States of the Union. When Mr H. is able to tiavel into five States by going a 
circuitous route of 130 miles only, he will be able to prove, that baptism by im- 
tnersion is the only door into the visible Church. 

At this lausrbing Church meetingTi Mr James Coleman was excommunicated, 
notwithstanding he had been excommunicated several months before. He was 
first excommunicated in August, 1831. His letter of excommunication is dated 
February 4th« 1832, and he was again excommunicated on.the 11th of the same 
month. As the Church has private meetings for the the "transaction of public 
business," I kjiow not how many times he has since been excommunicated, nor 
can I learn how many times the Elder's new system of Church government re- 
requires that a member should be excommunicated. This excommunication 
txtra, was probably to exhibit the pious indignation of the Church. Tho burn- 
ing of Jadas in effigy, conAitutes a part of Uie rel.igious worship of the Roman 
Catbolici of Spain ; and the re-excommunication of the ioo (haniabU^ may yet 
ibrm a part Of the Baptist rUmL 
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concluded, by saying that Mr Parker had ?iolated the Gospel 
rules. Mr Hayen made a second motion to hare Mr Parker ex- 
communicated, and he was then excommunicated by an unani- 
mous vote. THOMAS FRENCH, 

A. S. BARTON. 

LETTER OF EXCOMMUNICATION. 

'* To Brother Zechariah Parker^ Jr. 

•'Dear Brother, — It is some years since you united with this 
Church of Christ, at which time you engaged to walk with it, 
and be governed by its rules, and the laws of Christ's hoose, 
and seek its interest. But for a length of time past, you have 
absented yourself from our communion, and neglected our con- 
ferences and stated Church meetings, and Jiave stated, that the 
Church acted very unchristianiike in their labor with, and exclu- 
sion of Mr James Coleman, and have spoken reproachfully of 
the Church, and have also, virtually withdrawn your fellowship 
from us. And now, dear brother, according to the order of 
Christ's house, it has become our painful duty, and we do here- 
by, in consequence of your obstinately persisting in, and pursu- 
ing the course above mentioned, withdraw our hand of Church 
fellowship from you ; and we do pray our Heavenly Father, to 
regard you in mercy, and restore you to that state of spiritual 
feeling and enjoyment that you manifested when you united with 
us ; and that he^ would restore you to his grace and spiritual fa- 
vor. In behalf of the Baptist Church in Ludlow. 

«« JESSE BAILEY, Chh. Clerk." 

" Ludlow, February 23, 1832. 

. 1. In the preceding letter, the Church say, that I " en- 
gaged to be governed by its rules, and ihelaws of Christ s 
housed I never subscribed to the Baptist articles of faith, 
nor agreed to b^ governed by the Church. As the Baptists 
have no uniform and settled rules for the government of 
their Churches, I therefore refused to subscribe to Church 
rules, which might be altered without my consent.* 

At the time I united with the Church, I engaged to be 
governed by the letter of th^ Gospel, or the laws of Christ's 
house. I would ask, what are the laws of Christ's house 
but those rules which he has given for the government of 
the Church ? Who has authorized Elder H. to enact laws 
for Christ's house? Has he been the Lord's counsellor? 
The phrase, ChrisVs house^ as here used, j)lainly implies 
what some religious fanatics assert, viz. " That no other 
but Baptist Churches, belong to Christ's house." 

* The infamoas Ruel Lothrop made some very material alterations in the 
Baptist articles of faith. His worshipers supposed he bad a right to mike luch 
alterations in their creed, as he thought proper. • 
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2. I am charged with "absenting myself from the com** 
munion of the Church.". It is true, Pdid not commune 
with the Church for several months, because some of the 
members refused to commune with me. ' Was this a crime ? 

* I would very civilly ask the Elder if it was a crime in him 

* not to break bread to a certain Church, (wfien a Mason,) 

because some of its members refused to receive it from' 
his hands ? 

3. I am also accused of " stating that the Church acted 
very unchrist ianlike in its labor with, and expulsion of Mr 
James Coleman." This accusation is false. I stated in 
my letter to the Church, that I considered the measures 
ado'pted in the excommunication of Mr Coleman, as arbi- 

j^ trary and unchristian. Now the question which the Church 

should have decided is, Has a member of Elder Hurlbut's 
Church a right to consider^ or believe that unscriptural mea- 

^ sures are unchristian measures and commimicate the same 

^ to the Church ? 

4. I am accused of "speaking reproachfully of the 
, Church." If no Church under the jurisdiction of the 

* Elder can err, I may have reproached the Church : but if 

the Church has erred, it is no reproach to say it has erred. 

^ It is hoped that the Elder will yet learn the wide distinc- 

tion between a simple averment of facts and reproaches. — 
According to his Gospel criticism, Christ reproached the 

gf Jew«^ by saying, "ye have killed the prophets," &c. 

Under the Romish ecclesiastical government, those who 
question the infallibility of the Pope, are charged with her- 
esy, and punished according to his will and pleasure ; but 
in this land of civil and religious -liberty, a person, may 
question the infallibility of the clergy, without fear of the 
rack or gibbet. The Elder had better proclaim himself 
infallible, or confess his error. 

Notwithstanding the pious Elder's spiritual " discema- 

i rfon," as he calls it, he may have erred. He has lately 

refused to break bread to what he terms a going mason.* 
But he has since done it. Why this change ? Why this 

* Mr Ivep, a respectable member of the Elder's Church, was indicted on a 
charae o£ Masonry^ by a Church committee, and excluded from iJio-cefebraiion 
of the Lord''8 Supper for about one year. As the Elder is indebted to Mr I. and 
his relatives for a considerable portion of his salary, and as they had expressed a 
determination to withdraw their support from him, in case he should camt the 
Church to excommunicate Mr I. he was graciously acquitted at "the special in- 
stance and request" ofthe Elder. Was not this a sacrifice of what he calb 
principle^ to **filthy lucre ?" Ho has other erroneoufit^principles, which he would 
/ do well to exchange for lucre. 
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mask of fallibility ? Will he extinguish the brilliant torch 
of Antimasonry, which has so long illuminated the pale of 
his Church ? Will he vow unto the Lord, and not fulfil 
his vow ? Will he, for the sake of *' the loaves and- fish- 
^," break bread to a Afason ? Will not the blood of Mor- 
gan be required at his hands, or his horrid spectre be seen 
walking upon the Western waters, or rise up against him 
on the banks of Black river ? ' ^ 

A Card to the Committee of the Baptist Church in Ludlow* 

Dea. Wilcox, 

We, the undersigned, hereby certify, that we were at the house 
of Zechariah Parker, Jim. on the evening of the 19th of Janua- 
ry, 1832 — that a committee appointed by the Baptist Church in 
Ludlow, consisting of Dea. Wilcox, Ephraim Warren, senior, 
and Solomon Haven, came to visit Mr Parker> and that in the 
course of their conversation, Mr Parker, addressing Dea. Wil- 
cox, said, "Brother Wilcox, I understand that there was a labor 
on you when you withdrew from the Congregational Church ; 
if so, you did not do right." Dea. Wilcox replied, "There was 
no labor on . me when I withdrew from the Congregational 
Church, but they took up a labor with mc soon af^er, as we hare 
with you, hit they had no business to,"* and then added, " a 
man voluntarily goes into a Church, and voluntarily goes out of 
a Church.^ JAMES COLEMAN, 

OLIVER MASON, 
HE ART WELL WOOtt; 
STEPHEN SPAULDING, 
ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 

Dea, Wilcox against Dea. Wilcox. 

We, the undersigned, hereby certify, that on the 22d of Feb- 
ruary, 1832, we heard the following conversation between Dea. 
Wilcox and Zechariah Parker, Jun. Mr Parker said, Dea. Wil- 
cox, " I understand that there toas a labor on you when you 
withdrew from the Congregational Church ; if so, you did not 
do right. You stated when at my house, that there was no la- 
bor on you when you withdrew from the Congregational 
Church, but that they took up a labor «with you soon afler, the 
same as th^ one which is taken up with me, but they had no 
business to, and that a man volantarily goes into a Church, and 
voluntaiily goes out of a Church." Dea. Wilcox then denied 

* Who, but Dea. Wilcox, is so narrow-siirhted as to suppose, if the Congrs* 
gatk>nal Cbureb had no right to take up a labor with him after he bad witbdra wb 
from it, that the Baptist Cfaurdi bad a right to Uh« op s labor wilb Mr Parloir 
after he bad withdrawn fVom it f 
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chat he e^er ooftde the abore statement, aa repeated by Mr Par- 
ker. JONAS DUNN, 

ELIAS SARGENT, 
THOMAS FRENCH. 

' Will the Dea. admit that he has been weighed in the bal* 
ance ottrtjUh^ and found wanting, or will he have the inge- 
nuity to reconcile his statements ? I would here remark, 
that the Dea. formerly belonged to the Congregational 
Church. He charged Dea. W********, a member of the 
same Church, with perjury. The charge, proving false 
and malicious, he immediately withdrew from the Church, 
instead of confessing his error. Notwithstanding he had 
calumniated Dea. W. he was received by the Baptists with 
much enthusiasm, and created Deacon.^ I would ask the 
Deacon whether it was an examination of the scriptures, 
or his attempt to defame Dea. W. that induced him to 
change his opinion with respect to baptism and Christian 
communion ? If he replies to this work, it is hoped that ^ 
he will state his reasons for changing his religion. 

Ephraim Warren, Senior. 

We, the undersigned, hereby certify, that on the evening of 
the 19th Jan. 1832, Deacon Wilcox and Ephrfira Warren, 
senior, stated to Zecbariah Parker, Jun, that they were choseA 
to make, and did make, the following charges against Mr James 
Coleman, viz. ' 

1. For withdrawing from the Church on account of close 
communion. 

S. For leaving the Church. HEARTWELL WOOD, 

STEPHEN SPAULDING, 
JAMES COLEMAN, 
OLIVER MASON, 
ANDREW JOHNSON, 
ISAAC D. JOHNSON, 

Ephraim Warren against himself. 

Extract of a letter from Capt. Morey : 

"Thetford, April, 1832. 
*' Mr Parker — Sir: I received a line from you, requesting 
me to state what Mr Ephraim Warren, senior, said in my hear* 
ing respecting a Church committee chosen to wait on Mr Cole* 
man. Mr Warren stated that he was one of the committee chosen 
to confer with Mr Coleman, and find where he stood — ^that they 

^Thif Cbareb promotion ia a mark of xevpect, for detortiag the Coagtegtr 
tumml Churcb. In this, the Baptitts have tacitlj Mid, that a Congregational 
dandertr ia good enongh for a 6aptiat Deacon. 
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(the committee) were not cHosen to prefer any allegationi, and 
did not prefer any allegations against him. 

«*ALANSON MOREY.*' 

I would remark, that Mr Eaton, a man of truth and re* 
spectability, and a member of Elder Hurlbut's Churcli| 
will confirm the statement of Capt. Morey. 

Solomon Haven against the Truth. 

It has been before stated by several witnesses of unques- 
tionable veracity, that Mr Haven accused mc of using the 
most profane language in the hearincr of Mr Robertson, 
and stated at the same time, that Mr Robertson informed 
hioL-of it. 

Letter from Mr Robertson. 

*! I understand that Mr Solomon Haven of Ludlow, has re- 
ported that 1 stated that Zechariah Parker, Jun, of Ludlow, 
made use of profane language in my hearing, which statement 
of said Haven, if so made, is false, as I never made such state- 
ment, neither did I ever hear Mr Parker swear or make use of 
profane language. JOHN ROBERTSON. 

'•Rockingham, April 6, 1S32." 

Again. We, the undersigned, hereby certify, that on the 25th 
of February inst. we heard Solomon Haven state, that Mrs 
Bates told him that Zechariah Parker, Jun. told her, that when 
he (Mr Parker) was out of the Church, he would destroy 
it. Mr Parker denied that he ever told Mrs Bates so, and said 
that she would deny that he ever told her so, or that she ever 
told him (Mr Haven) so. We also say, that Mrs Bates says 
that she never heard Mr Parker say, that when he was out of 
the Church he would destroy it, nor any thing to that effect.— 
Mr Haven then said that Mrs Bates never told him so. 

THOMAS FRENCH. 

Ludlow, Feb. 27, 1832. STEPHEN SPAULDING. 

Will this little Ananias of the Church say that he never 
told an untruth ? To avoid the just itnputatiop of Church, 
slander^ 1 would remark that this CJiurth committee is not 
a fair sample of the Church. As a proof of my respect 
for the Church, I would recommend that this committee 
be discharged, and another committee appointed and in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of their contradic- 
tory statements. If the members of the Church are not 
over-willing to bear each other's burdens^ they will call 
on'ibis committee for an explanation* 
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Mevnarks on Baptism. 

1. We have no positive proof that John the Baptist, or the Apostles, bap- 
(jsed by immersion. 

The word baptism^* does not always imply the application of water. The 
reception of the Holy Ghost is called a baptism. John the Baptist, in speak- 
ing of this baptism, says, '^t^ntl he (Christ) shall baptize you tDtth the Ho» 
ly Ohostand with fire.** Christ, in a plain allusion to his crucifixion, says, 
**1 have a baptism to be baptized with, but how am I straitened till it be ac- 
complished" 

2. Water baptism was not always administered by immejsion. 

The Israelites were baptized unto Moses in the clood, and in the sea. Mo» 
fes says they went through the sea on dry ground. Baptism by immersion can- 
not be administered to a person while walking on dry ground ; therefore, the 
Israelites were not baptized by immersion. A person may be sprinkled from 
a cloud while walking on dry ground ; therefore, it is evident, that the Israel- 
ites were baptized by sprinkling.f As this mode of baptism was administered 
by God himself, wo are, therefore, authorized to baptize by sprinkling. 

3. Such were the various circumstances under which the Apostles baptized, 
at to contradict the supposition tiiat they always baptized by immersion. 

The supposition, that about 3,000 persons were baptized by immersion on the 
day of Pentecost, cannot be admitted. It was 9 o'clock before-'Peter com- 
menced his sermon, after which ** with many words, he testified and exhorted;'* 
therefore, a part of the day only, was devoted to the administration of baptism. 
It is very absurd to suppose that in about half a day, the 12 Apostles could 
have received 3000 distinct confessions of faith, and then have baptized the 
lame number of persons by immersion.^ We cannot suppose that they were 
assibted by the 70 disciples, because they do not appear to have been author- 
ized to baptize. 

It cannot be supposed that the Jailer and his family were baptized by im- 
mersion. They were baptized in the night, and in a prison. That they were 
baptized in a prison, is evident, because the Apostles refused to leave it until 
brought out by the magistrates, by whose authority they had been imprisoned* 
We cannot admit the probability, that baptism by inmiersion was administer- 
ed within the walls of a Jewish' prison. 

4. There appears to have been no circumstances under which the Apostles 
baptized, which contradict the supposition, that they were baptized by sprink- 

I ♦ The Greek word bnpiizo^ is rendered in Latin mergo^ lavo. Mer^o is render- 

ed in English, to put under water, to sink, to dip, to immerse, to overwhelm. — 
Lavo is rendered, to wash, to rinse, to bathe, to besprinkle. Hence, the particu- 
lar mode of baptism practised by the primitive Christians cannot be determined 
by the word baptizo, 

^ t The circumstance of the Israelites passing through the Red Sea, has no more 

i^ resemblance to a person^s bjing baptized by immersion, tbaq the act of going in* 

to the dry hold of a ship upon the water has. 

I )To obviate this objection, the author of a little, palty dia](»|rue on baptism 

' Und close communion, aays, **A Baptist mini8tcr lately baptized 27 persons in 9 

fninutes.** Was this baptismal feat pertbrmed on a wager, or only to cihibit his 
■gility in water? This Leviaihnn will doubtless eichim,'^! have admitted more 
tMffsons into the visible Church in 9 roinotes, than St Paul did, during his^bole 
liie^tiroe." What a glorious Uiumpb ! Tell it in Oath, and proclaim it in th# 
t»ie of eTiry pedobaptiat. 
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ling or affusion. Baptism by sprinkling, or affusion, might have been admin- 
is tered where there vras not a sufficient quantity of water to baptize by immer« 
sion ; but baptism by immersion could not have been administered where the 
means of baptizing by sprinkling or aflhsion did not exist ; therefore, the 
weight of circumstantial evidence (and which is all the evidence we have in 
relation to the original mode of Christian baptism) is in favor of the supposi- 
tion that the Apontles baptized by sprinkljng or affusion. The circumstance 
of jPhilip and the Eunuch *s going down intOi and comingtip out of the water, « 

is often referred to, a? a proof that the Eunuch was baptized by immersion.-— 
Admitting that they both went into the water, ard that the Eunuch was bap* 
tized in the water, it does not prove that he was baptized by immersion. It.is 
generally, if not universally acknowledged by those acquainted with the Greek 
text, that it might have been properly rendered as follows, viz. And Philip 
and the Eunuch went down fo, and came up/rom, the water. It is saicf, 
that Christ went up into a mountain and was there overshadowed by a cloud, 
&c. Now this afibrds as much proof that he went below the surface of the 
earth, and was there overshadowed by a cloud, as we have that Philip and "^ 

the Eunuch even went into the water. 

6. Romans vi. 4. is thought by some to prove that the primitive Christians • ^>s, 

were baptized by immersion. The apostle says "we are buried with him (Christ ) 
by baptism into death." This language isfif^urative. It will not admit of a lit* 
eral meaning, hence, it has no allusion to water baptism. The Apostle sayi, 
*'we are buried with him," &c. Now if we say that he alluded to water 
baptism, we charge him with the use of improper language. The phrase **we 
are buried" is not the only objection which arises by giving this scripture a 
literal n.eanin^r. Tho phrase baptized into death, literally imports that they 
died in consequence of being baptized with water ; but none of the primitive 
Christians died or were put to death because they had been baptized with wa- 
ter. Baptism into deaths as here used, cannot mean, that the death of sin 
was effected by water baptism, because the Apostle says in the preceding 
verse, we were baptized into Christie death. Christ was not baptized with 
water into the death of sin because he never sinned ; therelore, the baptism 
he alluded to is not water baptism. * 

6. No unprejudiced person can believe that baptism by immersion is the 
only door into the visible Church, or a saving ordinance. This religious dog- 
ma was borrowed of the Romish Church, and incorporated into the Baptist 
articles of faith for the purpose of forming a party religion. It is a fact which 
cannot be denied, that the Baptist clergy have made the door into their 
Church narrower than Christ has made the gate of Heaven. They say that 
tho Christian believer must be baptized by immersion or he cannot be saved. 
Christ said to the penitent thief, this day theu shalt be with me in paradise* 
They certainly contradict the express word of Christ, unless they can prove 
that the thief was taken from the cross, and baptized by immersion. 

7. John the Baptist, baptized unto repentance; those who were baptized on 
the day of Pentecost, were baptized for the remission of sins ; therefore, the 
unregenerate wer^ baptized. Now if baptism is the only door into the visible 
Church, unregenerate persons were admitted into the visible Church. 

R. If baptism by immersion is a saving ordinance, then all who are baptized- 
by immersion will be saved. 

9. It 13 contended by the Baptists, that the twelve Apostles were baptized 
by John, before they were chosen by Christ. It follows then, that Judas wa* 
baptized with water, and if water baptism is a saving ordinance, Clinsi 
did not loose the son oj perdition, as be declared. 

10. If St Paul considered water baptism a atving ordinance, why didM 
thank God that be had baptized ao tew ? 
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11. If the mode of baptinn is eMentwl to our 8alvation« whjdid not Christ 
; designate that mode by which it should be administered ? 

1 2. As the original mode of Christain baptism is uncertain, it is, therefore^ 
'* immaterial. 

if 18. Had we positive proof that Christ was baptized by imaiersion, we 

r should be no more bound to imitate his example in this respect than we are 

I bound to kneel when at prayer, because he knelt. I challenge the Baptist 

' clergy to prove that any particular mode of baptism is more essential to our 

° salvation, than the attitude of the body when at prayer.* The candidate for 

L the ordinance of baptism has a right to be baptized by that mode which he 

\ shall choose, and no charitable minister of the Gospel, will deny him this rights 

- * The Baptist champion in Connecticut, to whose dialogue I have before al- 

ji luded, sayn, ^*The Jews, on a certain occai^ioni were commanded to sacrifice a red 

heifer. Now baptism by immersion is as essential, as the redness of (he heifer," 

^ &c. He must admit, that before this command wan ^ivcn, the £o/or of those liei- 

} fers which the Jews sacrificed, was immalerinL None but those whose minds 

Sk are warped by prejudice, will say that the simple command, to sacrifice a hei- 

fer, and t9 baptize, imply, cither ro/or or mo(fe. Had the Jews been as bigoted as 
some of the Baptist clergy; some Korah ainon^ them would have contended that 
the command, to sacrifice a heifer, had respect to color. Until we are expressly 
commsnded to baptize by immersion<by higher authority than a council of Bap- 
tist ministers, the particular mode of baptism seetns immaterial. This **rfd ^t- 
fer argumtnC'* only proves the ignorance, bigotry, and superstition of the notable 
author, whose little dialogue is as great an imposition on the public as the wood- 
en nutmegs of his native State. 
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A Xemarks on Close Cofninunion. 

1. Two Mahometans meet and accost each other with brotherly afifeo- 
tion ; if the one begins to wash, or baptize at the end of the fingers, and the 

* other at the elbow, they become mortal enemies. Tuo Christians repair to 

the house of religious worship, they unite in prayer; they appoach the Lord's 
table, and are about to receive the consecrated bread and wine : if the one 
seys that he was baptized by sprinkling or affusion, the other indignantly ex- 
claims. Your mode of baptism is high-handed blasphemy — you have too 
much religious charity, and are unworthy of the crumbs which fall from our 
table. If he is not dragged out of the Church, as St. Paul was out of the 
temple at Jerusalem, he is commanded to depart, and is as sternly denied the 
bread and wine, as the uncircumsised were the shew-bread. 

2. Some of the Baptist clergy say, "God is merciful, he will therefore pun- 
ish to all eternity, those who may err with respect to the mode of Ltiptism.'* 

Rue! Lothrop, who promised eternal salvation to as many as should be 
baptized by immersion, made the following declaration, viz. *' All those who 
4tre not baptized by immersion in this liquid stream^ (meaning Black riv- 
er in Ludlow,) toill be immersed in a lake of fire and brimstone.*** De- 

* Mahomet says, all those who do not perform a pilgrimage to Mecca, will be 
damned. The religion jprogatad by Mahomet and by Lothrop, cannot be obtiUn* 
•d **witbout money tna withont price.*^ Had Lothrop been as suoceasfal te 
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elarations like these are frequently made by the Baptist clergy in times of 
religious excitement, for the express purpose of proselyting. None but those 
"who inveigh against a common sense religion, can suppose that God will 
punish those who may err with respect to the original mode of Christian bap* 
tism. 

3. If a Baptist » challenged to produce scripture authority in favor of close 
communion, he repeats a part of the 6th verse of the last chapter to the 
Thessalonians, viz. '^Withdraw yourself from every brother that walks disor- 
derly.*' He might as well say, "And Abraham sent Hagar and Ishmael in- 
to the wilderness." This disorderly walk, of which the Apostle speaks, he 
says, is baptism by sprinkling or afiusion. In the 11th verse of the chapter, 
the Apostle says, "For wo hear that there are some among you which walk 
disorderly, not working at all" The Apostle plainly says that the disorder- 
ly walk is idleness. 

We cannot suppose that a diversity of opinion, with respect to the mode of 
baptism, existed m the Apostolic age. 

4. The Baptists contend that baptism by immersion is the only dcor into 
the visible Church. Methodists are baptized by immersion ; theiefore, ac- 
cording to the Baptist creed, they belong to the visible Church. Notwith- 

' standing this, theh^ exclude th^ from their communion. They cj|)aj:||e them 
"With a disorderlFkwalkt and tills disorderly walk, they say, consists merely 
in the belief that "when a righteous man tumeth from his righteousness and 
committeth iniquity, his former righteousness shall not be remembered." If 
this belief is erroneous, it can never produce an error m practice ; therefore, 
it is a harmless belief. To accuse the Methodist of a disorderly walk, is vir- 
tually admitting that the Christian believer may walk disorderly** Should the 
Methodists deny this disorderly walk of which they are accused, and affirm 
that ail those who are baptized by immersion are sure of eternal happinessa 
the Baptists would acquit them of this charge, and invite them to their com* 
^— — ■ 

Mahomet, in the propagation of his religion, the waters of Black river, like the 
crucifixes and bills of indulgence, woulohave been exported to foreign nations* 
KIder H. says, ^ The dictates of conscience are no better than the dictates of a 
fiend from the infernal pit," &c. The ereatcst moralists and logicians, define 
conscience **an original power of the mind, or moral faculty, by which we have 
the perception of right and wrong in human conduct." Pope Tery justly remaikii 

*^What conscience dictates to be done, 

*^Or warns me not to do, 
"This, teach me more than hell to shunt 
*^That, more than heaven pursue." 
If we are to reject the dictates of conscience, by what principle are we to be 
governed? Accordinor to the Rlder^s system of logric, the Constitution and laws 
of our Slate are materially defective, because they guarantee to every person the 
right of wnrshiping God according to the dictates of conscience. Should our 
Council of Cenncc:;, conoult the religious taste of the Elder, they would perhaps 
propose the following amendment to our Slate Constitution, viz. ^Whereas, 
the dictates of conscience, are no better than the instigations of the devil ; there- 
fore, no person within ih« State of Vermonti shall worship God according to the , i 

dictate^ of con»clenco." ^^, , , ^ 

The Elder loudly exclaims against a eommonsense reKgion. HeAsys, ** I don't 
want a common sense religion." The religion which he advocates is not a com- 
mon sense religion, and I will do him the justice to say, that he is very sparing 
of common sense remarks when sermonizmg. . 

* The Baptists say that the Christian believer cannot sin, and that be eanM 
avoid sinning in every pious action ; this they say is no eontradiction, bat good 
Baptist logic. 
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Riunion. Should tho Judges of the Courts of Judicature adopt this religious 
principle, they \i'ould say to the criminal, ** you are cettainly guilty of tho 
criino allcdgcd against you, but if you will plead not guilty, you shall be 
acquitted," 

5. The Baptists pretend to follow the example of Christ. Christ commun* 
cd with Judas. They say Judas >vas then a devil. Thus they adroit that 
Christ communed with a devil, but they are too righteous in tlicir own esti- 
mation, to commune with many genuine Christians. They exclaim, **staDd 
thou bv, for wo are more holy than thou." 

6. At the final judgment, Christ will say, "Comeyc blessed of my Father, 
inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world : for I 
Tvas a hungered, and ye gave nie meat : 1 was thirsty, and ye gave me drink : 
I waR a stranger, and ye took mo in : naked, and ye clothed me : I was ia 
prison end ye came unto mc.** These are the works for which wo arc to re- 
ceive eternal happiness. Do the Baptists suppose that Chri«' ••••'". say, 
•*Comc, ye blepscd, inlierit the kingdom »>rrnriic(i r»! \ * ir ;» " .. ! lUiidaliori 
^rtu«« • • • '* r ve h**' >c«-i. .*ap*i/.-"i ov :iiiiv*-« !. ••» -.{.nvl »,.'».'.\. ••: •-iiidcii all 

'•'Iiii-'" r «.«*»:•. I iisCji* *:\.in cour rofiifii iiiiM» "' •* • *« '"I *-*v.^ '»•-:*- 
f-'i- '. u • :,' ;'ou«. ce:*?^ " •. :vai> c . ineluivi •i«.5.»i'"s't.' * 7 :i«; r-'io.** 
* ' ' •. • "c ij,\ . • •.•••- t*' i.i«nitir«:Oii, v. It uui oe iJi;i)ti*7U- a.-*- 

J^'::*/: oi Ai. •'■ V J y, •*! Urow \e*Dut. '' 

I .I" ' I".. J- f*b .: -. .i.aKin- •• . . very 'our. -."•iG jnj .'rtiDcni iC- 

^•. ' i< w 'j .Tule • ;;". jn. ;iidt Mitiiitf: .>"..'»»• l.> the only true 

»od«' urb::p"i-' . • Wt- •-»•- unesl opi.iior. r.^ o»cry Christian.'' With the 

.;ni» pro}. •■; .» .^l:i'i.)ir»M- ' viiy «ay, it is my humble opinion that the Koran 
. lutt word of God, hence it is the honest opinion of every man. Does it follow, 
.<?cau;:o EliasHuribut humbly believes that the primitive Chrietians were bap- 
; led by inimert^ion, that every honest Chrihlian believes fo too ? Is not this water 
• it declaration a striking proof of hi9 bigotiy and superstition ^ Will he have the 
:' irdiliood to charge every pcdobaptist with dishonesty and hypocrisy ? Is the 
!i )nesl opinion of this railing bigot paramount to scripture authority .' Will he, 
■: the face of an enlightened public, proclaim himself tho standard of true reli- 
;:-on.^ May tins blind guide, this pharisaical declaimer, learn to respect a torn* 
. .m sense religion, and the dictates of conscience. May he renounce his errors, 
1. ve charity"" towards all men, but especially towards tho household of faith, 
: id becnmo a sober preacher of tho Gospel. May his deluded followers, like 
•' .0 worshipers of /iaa/, learn that ^'salvation belongs to tho Lord," and beware 
f wolves in sheep's clothing." 

* By way of adding a note to a note, I would I'ust remark, that if the Elder 

-. fr reads tiio J3lh chapter of the first epistle of fcSt Paul to the Corinthians, ho 

".ill undoubtedly condemn the Apostle. In this chapter the Apostle recom- 

:i ends the same spirit of charity which the pious Elder is pleased to condemn. 

cnce, we may rot only say, Elias Huribut against a common sense religion, but 

las liuilbut against St Paul. 1 beg liberty to odd, thai the Elder appears to 

a remarkable instance of the verification of Proverbs, xxvii. 22— "Though 

• OU SIIOULDST BRAY A FOOL IN A MORTAR AMONG WHEAT WITH A PE8TI.S, 
T WILL NOT HIS FOOUSUN£SS DEPART FROJI UlU." 
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